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jach one skilled in the art to practice any method of overpayment 
recovery, much less each step of the claimed invention. (Affidavit of James F. Allsup 
Under 37 C.F.R. §1.132, ^9). The reference does not establish prima facia 
obviousness. To establish prima facia obviousness all the claim limitations must be 
taught or suggested by the prior art. In re Royka, 490 F.2d 981 (CCPA 1974), as cited in 
The Manual of Patent Examining Procedures §2143.03 (2001 ed). 

The reference certainly does not teach or suggest the limitations of the instant 
methods. The brochure does not describe in any manner a method of coordination 
much less a system of determining if the disabled individual qualifies to receive SSDI, 
obtaining a pre-authorization to recover an overpayment, filing a claim with the SSA, 
obtaining an award from the SSA or automatically recovering the overpayment using a 
preauthorized withdrawal form as provided by independent claim 1. Thus claim 1 is 
allowable. 

Independent claim 12 recites further claim elements that certainly are not taught 
or suggested by the reference such as obtaining the authorization from the claimant, 
obtaining access to an approved deposit account, determining the date of the transfer of 
the funds from the SSA to the claimant, and obtaining direct transfer of the SSDI from 
the SSA. The Examiner admits at page 8 of the DETAILED ACTION that each stage of 
the loss control services and coordination of overpayments is not clear in SSDC, which 
supports Applicant's contention that the reference is not enabling. Furthermore, the 
reference does not suggest determining a date of direct deposit from the SSA, an 
important step that allows compliance with ACH rules requiring a firm date of 
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